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The man who learns new facts as he goes
along will each year be found doing something more interesting and more worth
while and in most cases more renumerative.
A very large proportion of the world's successful men have grown through definitely
planned courses of study. Reading may be
the method used by some; evening or correspondence course by others. The method
must be chosen according to the individual's
needs; but study of some sort is imperative
to success. There is no excuse for failure
when every gate to advancement is wide
open. Those who fall back have no one to
blame except themselves. Their obstacles
are not in front of them, but in the nature
of their own thought and action.
John J. Birch

THE ESTABLISHED CHURCH
OF TENNESSEE
The hand that writes the pay-check rules the
school.—W. J. Bryan.
AS THE exponent of a lofty idealism,
Mr. Bryan seems to have missed
fire rather more lamentably and
completely than usual in coining the above
aphorism with reference to the Tennessee
law prohibiting the teaching of evolution in
the public schools. A brief syllabus of our
criticism of this utterance is as follows:
First, it is a vicious and ridiculous program
of social action. Second, he does not mean
it. Third, the thing that he does mean is
nearly as bad.
Time was when Mr, Bryan did not so
complacently entrust the policies of government to the check-writers. It sets us wondering how far he would carry the application of the principle. Undoubtedly the hand
that writes the pay-check rules the chautauqua, though we have not seen it so succintly stated. It is currently believed that
the hand that writes the pay-check for campaign expenses rules the candidates and dictates the platform. This may be slander,
but why should it not be a welcome truth?
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If money is to decide what shall be taught
in the schools, why should it not also decide
the much less important matter of what
shall be promised in a party platform? It
is usually accounted a criticism of the
church when the assertion is made that the
hand that writes the pay-check rules the
preacher. Doubtless it often does, and if
Mr. Bryan's principle is the true one we
may yet hear it boasted as one of the hitherto unrecognized merits of the church that
it responds so promptly to economic influence and articulates so distinctly the sentiments of its financial constituency. Up to
the present time, the heavy contributor who
operates a sweat-shop or exploits childlabor and tries to control his preacher as
he does his other employes has not been a
popular figure in fiction, but he now has a
serviceable slogan with which to start a
campaign of vindication: "The hand that
writes the pay-check rules the church."
And how about the press ? Perhaps it is,
or should be, ruled by the hands that write
the checks for advertising and subscriptions.
We know some papers of which this seems
to be true, but they have not been generally
regarded as exponents of the highest journalistic ethics, nor has their purchased advocacy been most valuable to the causes
which they have espoused. The majority
of newspapers, we are confident, have so
far been free from the control of editor by
counting-room, and we do Mr. Bryan the
credit of believing that the same statement
could have been made of the Commoner in
the days of his editorship.
The natural and unstrained meaning of
the dictum which we have taken as our text
is that school policies and curricula should
be determined by the people who pay the
taxes and, if that principle is to be applied
fairly, that each tax-payer's vote should be
given weight in proportion to the amount of
tax that he pays. To see the principle in all
its sordid ugliness, it should be realized that
it logically involves the disfranchisement,
for this purpose, of those who do not pay
taxes and plural voting by those who do.
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If the relation of a state to its schools and
other constructive enterprises is analogous
to that of a corporation to its business, then
voting power should be in proportion to the
amount of taxes paid, as in a stock-holders'
meeting voting power is in proportion to the
amount of stock owned.
We know very well that this is not what
Mr. Bryan means. It is the logical implication of the slogan in which he has chosen
to sum up his argument for purposes of
rhetorical effect, hut it has no such meaning for him. Richly endowed as he is with
gifts of popular oratory, he has never been
either blessed or hampered by a sense of
logical coherence. What he doubtless means
is that, since the people considered as a
whole provide the funds for the support of
the public schools, to the people as a whole
belongs the right of determining how their
money shall be spent. Stated in this way
the proposition has at least the merit of
sounding like democracy rather than plutocracy, and we suggest—without charge,
and without even the hope of thanks—that
the argument will be strengthened by substituting some such statement for the
"hand-that-writes-the-pay-check" dictum.
Yet even this amended program is fatally
defective. There are some things which
even the majority, whether as citizens or as
tax-payers, have no right to do with their
own money, and there are some things
which they cheat and injure themselves by
attempting to do.
In a country where church is separated
from state, where the rights of minorities
are supposed to be guarded, and where some
measure of freedom of thought is guaranteed by the constitution, the majority has
no right to establish and maintain at the
common expense an institution to promulgate a set of religious doctrines. If the
fundamentalist majority in the Tennessee
legislature can prohibit the teaching of a
scientific theory which it believes to be contrary to the dogma that the writer of the
book of Genesis was inspired to give an in-
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fallible account of the method of creation,
a Catholic majority in some other state
might with equal right prohibit the teaching
of historical facts tending to weaken faith
in the perfection of the papacy, a Mormon
majority in another state might forbid the
teaching of anything contrary to the weird
fancies of the book of Mormon, and an
atheist majority might forbid the teaching
of anything reflecting credit upon the Christion religion. It is not a question as to which
of these systems of doctrines is right. The
whole scheme of using the power of a local
majority to enforce the promulgation of a
sectarian doctrine through a governmental
agency is un-American to the last degree.
To say that the Tennessee law does not
require the teaching of the Genesis narratives as authentic history and biology but
only prohibits teaching anything contrary
to them, is a mere quibble. What the law
does is to establish Genesis as an infallible
criterion of scientific truth. You can't teach
geology, biology, and anthropology at all
without teaching something about the process of world formation, the relations of
species, and the early history of man.
Wherever Genesis touches these topics, as it
does at many points, the law in intent and
effect requires that the content of the teaching be determined by the Genesis narratives
rather than by scientific research. This in
effect requires the teaching that the Bible
as interpreted by the fundamentalists is the
final authority in these fields. If fundamentalism were a sect—as it is, in some important respects—it would be at once obvious that the purport of the law is to make
it the established church of Tennessee with
every teacher its priest and an altar in
every schoolhouse.
For a voting majority to attempt to enforce its religious and scientific opinions by
law is not only an infringement of the
rights of minorities but an injury to the
majority itself. It means the end of progress, the paralysis of thought, the negation
of free inquiry. It is as nearly suicidal as
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any act of a self-governing people can be.
No republican state, so far as we know,
has been stupid enough to pass a law forbidding a professor in its state university
to argue in favor of free trade, and no
democratic state has enacted a prohibition
against teaching the merits of protection.
Doubtless there is a good deal of erroneous
teaching in economics, political science,
sociology, and history, as well as in biology
and geology. How can a state protect itself? There is no way in which it can do
so with absolute certainty. Human knowledge is always mixed with error, and even
the wisest of us probably know some things
that are not so. Probably the best way of
promoting sound learning is to secure teachers and educational executives who have
had the advantages of the best available
training and give them freedom. Certainly
the worst is to attempt to establish scientific
truth by act of the state legislature.
—The Christian Century.

GIRLS' SUMMER CAMPS IN
VIRGINIA
TO THE city person there comes a
time when one grows tired of the
great town; when visions of green
fields, rolling hills, shady trees and swiftrunning streams take the place of crowded
streets and the rush of the day, and one
feels the need of free life in the open.
Comes then the picture of a camp nestled at
the foot of the hills or hidden under the
shady trees near a clear stream. And then
the heart quickens just with the thoughts
of a week or perhaps more in the great outof-doors.
We are beginning to feel more and more
this vital need of places where people can
spend their vacations, away from the
crowds; and as a result we find dotted here
and there—in the mountain, by the seashore, or back in a shady grove of treesnumerous summer camps. There are per-
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manent camps for the year round, tourist
camps, athletic camps, camps run on a
strictly commercial basis, and camps that
give opportunities for an enjoyable vacation at the lowest possible price. Some of
the camps are directed by individuals and
some by public organizations. The Young
Woman's Christian Association is perhaps
doing more for girl campers of Virginia
than any other one organization.
With the purpose of finding out just
what opportunities are given Virginia girls
to experience camp life, a complete questionnaire was prepared. A copy was to be
sent to each Camp Director,
Lacking a central agency in Virginia
where such a list might be obtained, I undertook to locate existing camps by inquiring of a student body drawn from all parts
of Virginia. I obtained the addresses of
twelve camps. Eight of these were fostered by the Y. W. C. A.'s of the following
cities: Danville, Newport News, Norfolk,
Portsmouth, Petersburg, Lynchburg, Richmond, and Roanoke. A questionnaire was
sent with a letter to the General Secretary
of each Y. W. C. A. and every Secretary
replied. The Petersburg Association, however, reported that it has been closed for
over a year and has no camp now. And
two Associations, Newport News and
Portsmouth, have a camp together. That
reduces the Y. W. C. A. camps to six.
Questionnaires were sent for information
concerning Camp Shenandoah of the Rotary
Club of Harrisonburg and Camp Alkulana
at Millboro Springs and satisfactory replies
were received from both. Camp Alkulana
is supported by the Baptist Settlement and
is mainly for the girls of the Settlement
House, House of Happiness, Richmond,
Virginia. But as other girls are accommodated at a low fee and the same general
plan of operation is carried on as in other
camps, it should be included. Questionnaires were sent to Silver Maple Camp at
Goshen and Camp Harrison, near Richmond, but no replies were received. That

